The discipline of Feminist Disability Studies (FDS) emerges in the midEighties as a critique of both Feminist and Disability Studies, considered "guilty" of excluding women with disabilities from their theorization and, therefore, incapable to represent them as subjects. After a brief analysis of the similarities and the differences between the conditions of oppression experienced by people with disabilities and women, in this paper I first analyse some of the reasons that may be present behind the silence of Feminism on disability, then I show the importance of FDS for the feminist inquiry. Finally, I conclude by focusing on a recent and interesting point of convergence between Feminism and FDS, namely, the theme of vulnerability and dependency.
1.
Against "neutral universality"
Critical theories have been focusing for a long time on the normalising power of what appear to be neutral norms and practices, on the performative power of language and on mechanisms of exclusion that allow to draw reassuring lines between 1 Università di Ferrara, e-mail: brnmgl@unife.it. 2 There are many forms of feminism: the use of the singular (feminist theory) here is justified by the fact that they all criticise the concept of "neutral universality". Over time, the notion of "neutral universality" has been criticised by the feminist thought for its logic of exclusion and segregation not only with regards to women, but also to members of other, non-socially The birth of the disability rights movement, which eventually led to the affirmation of disability studies as a specific theoretical field, took place in the (section four) and I will conclude by briefly illustrating the importance of FDS in the feminist debates on vulnerability and dependency.
Abstract convergences
Women and disabled individuals have historically shared a common destiny:
the dominant rhetoric has shaped them as "bodies" rather than as thinking subjects, thus stating their social, legal and political inferiority, by relying on the assumed objectivity of a "nature" which seems to be inevitably linked to corporeality and biology. non-paradigmatic bodies, were aimed at marking a boundary between the included and the excluded. On the one hand, in fact, these bodies were and still are exhibited in the public space, either to showcase the oddness of a disability or to emphasise feminine beauty in a way that turns women into objects, primarily, of desire (cfr. Garland
Thomson 2002).
On the other hand, these bodies have become invisible to society's normalising outlook and have been restricted to the private sphere, because this is "the realm" where they are seen to belong, "by nature": disabled subject -much like children -are seen as the quintessential care-recipients and, as such, they are destined to spend their life exclusively at home or in institutions. In this perspective, the care-giver is always a woman. This role, in fact, is a mere addition to women's traditional roles of wife or servant (not forgetting that of prostitute, of course). On the three women's roles, see for istance Giolo (2012) . On care and migration, see Casalini (2010), Kittay (2009 ), Sciurba (2015 Amongst others, see Kittay (1998 ), Carlson, Kittay (2010 , Nussbaum (2006) , Silvers (2015) . On the "social model", see Oliver (1990) . Amongst the FDS critics, see Crow (1996) , Morris (1996) , Thomas (2002 , 2004 ), French (1993 .
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The voice of (still) inessential subjects
Since, historically, able-bodied persons have held the power of 12 I am referring to "ableism" as a network of beliefs, processes and practices that produces a particular kind of self and body (the corporeal standard) that is projected as the perfect, speciestypical, and therefore essential and fully human. Disability is then cast as a diminished state of being human.
13
Elderly and disabled women do not appear among the groups considered by Spelman as inessential within feminist theory. Attempts to justify this omission stated that, although age and disability are crucial factors leading to oppression for many women, they vary so widely across different cultures that it is hard to make any useful generalisations. These arguments, however, do not seem very convincing: other forms of oppression, such as racism, for instance, also vary widely across different cultures, but this did not stop feminism from acknowledging them. Moreover, some feminist scholars have reaffirmed the public/private dichotomy with particular reference to disabled and/or elderly women, stating that, as they are unable to be care-givers, they must live in residential homes. Cfr. Dalley (1988) . which is so marked that, in case of a separation, disabled women are very unlikely to obtain custody of their children, based on the assumption that they will not be able to cope with this responsibility.
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In the past, mentally disabled women (referred to as "feeble-minded") were also prevented from having children through forced sterilisation campaigns, which were even supported by reformist Feminism.
15 It has to be noted that, in spite of being explicitly prohibited internationally, this practice is still legitimised today, if not de jure, at least de facto. In this respect, FDS focus mainly on two aspects: on the one hand, they find it hard to accept that, at least from a cultural point of view, the mere diagnosis of a foetal disability can be considered sufficient (if not decisive) to proceed with an abortion. Indeed, the fact that parents may be able to deny their child his or her right to be born due to a disability is in stark contrast with the public recognition, specificity and full dignity of 17 One of the first Authors who used the arendtian expression referring to disability was Jacobus tenBrock (1966) . See also Hubbard (2013).
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Contra, Sandel (2007) . 19 Garland Thomson (2011: 606) writes: «In my view, capability lodges too firmly in bodies and not enough in environments. What makes the capability approach untenable is that judging the worth living with a disability that FDS seek to affirm.
On the other hand, FDS criticise the patriarchal mechanisms and the strong social conditioning (such as those existing in the doctor-patient relationship) that pregnant women are exposed to. As a result of these mechanisms, currently any woman (whether they are disabled or not) wanting to give birth to a disabled child is likely to be accused of being irresponsible, and denied the support and assistance she would need in her day-today life with a new-born baby. Therefore, FDS contend that these women are not actually put in a position to make a free choice, as disability is seen as intrinsically negative and a sufficient justification to prevent both a child from being born and a woman from experiencing maternity. 
New alliances: towards a new Feminism
Curiously enough, the most likely chance to establish a dialogue between FDS and feminist theorists seems to be offered by of a life through quality-of-life arguments has been used to justify eugenic euthanasia, selective abortion, forced sterilization, institutional warehousing, and a variety of other discriminatory practices based on prejudicial attitudes and lack of imagination on the part of dominant majorities who do not understand disabled lives». On care and dependency, cfr. Thomas (2007) . Independent Living Centres, they are all based on a number of common principles, namely: (1) the equal value of human life, regardless of the nature and seriousness of the disability; (2) the ability of disabled persons to make choices affecting their own lives; (3) the need to recognize their right to do so; (4) the right of disabled persons to fully participate in society from an economical, political and cultural point of view. On the DS "phases", cfr. Ralston, Ho (2009). 22 Similarly (but the two perspectives diverge in some relevant aspects), Cavarero (2013).
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On the first, see Kittay (1999 Kittay ( , 2015 , Nussbaum (2006) , MacIntyre (1999 ), Goodin (1985 . community, exactly due to their being associated to any form of dependency. 
